In his paper [12], Whyburn has conjectured that if in the above theorem each of A and B is a topological w-cell, then ƒ is a homeomorphism. This is an extremely difficult problem. One result of this announcement provides an affirmative answer for special cases of this conjecture. Church 
(X).
Suppose that ƒ is a light mapping of a space X into a space F. We shall say that the singular set Sf of ƒ is the set of points x in X such that ƒ is not locally 1-1 at x; i.e., there is no set U open in X and containing x such that ƒ | U is 1-1. We consider here only mappings ƒ which preserve both the boundary and the interior of X (both of which are assumed to be nonempty). This theorem is a generalization of theorems due to Meisters and Olech [6] . We use some techniques of theirs and also theorems from Whyburn's theory of light open mappings.
Let P denote the set of all points y in f(X) such that f~l(y) is nondegenerate. Now, ƒ is a homeomorphism iff P is empty. We shall show that P is empty.
LEMMA 1. The set P is open relative tof{X) and contains a nonempty open set if P is nonempty.
LEMMA 2. The set A =f(Sf)\JP is closed and therefore compact. A generalization of Theorems 1 and 3. In Theorem 1, we require that ƒ (Sf) fail to separate ƒ (X) while in Theorem 3, we permit a separation but require that ƒ | Sf be 1-1. This may be weakened further. A proof of Theorem 4 may be obtained in a manner similar to that for Theorem 3.
PROOF. Suppose that y is a limit point of A but y(E.f(X)-A. Clearly, y is a limit point of P-f(S/). Now, f~l(y) is a point

